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The present paper aims to examine Blum-Kulka’s (1986) claim that cases of explicitation in the 
target text (TT) correspond to cases of implicitation in the source text (ST). A corpus of three discourse 
markers (DMs) in an Arabic translation is examined against the DMs in the English ST. The findings 
show that there are three types of correspondence in DMs: explicitation to explicitation, explicitation to 
implicitation, and explicitation to zero equivalents. The paper concludes that the syndetic nature of Arabic 
discourse, unlike the asyndetic nature of its English counterpart, accounts for the presence of several 
cases of DMs which do not correspond to implicit DMs in the ST and whose sole function is to improvise 
smooth and cohesive discourse
Keywords: translation, discourse markers, explicitation, implicitation. 
 لباقت جم� تر�لما صنلا ي ف� ف�علما ي ف� حاصف إلا تلاح نأ ي ف� )1986( كاكل-مولب ةثحابلا حرط صيح تر� ةساردلا هذه فد تر�
 لجأ نم ةيب رع ة جم� تر� نم ا جم�ارختسا ّ تر� طب رلل تاودأ ثلاث نم ةساردلا ةدام نوكتتو . يلص
ألا صنلا ي ف� ما جم� إلا نم تلاح
 لباقم  حاصف إلا  : ف ي�تغللا  ف ي�ب  لباقتلل  هجوأ  ةثلاث  كانه  نأ  لىإ  ج أ�اتنلا  ي�شتو  . يلص
ألا  ي ف ي�ل جم ف� إلا  صنلا  ي ف�  اهلباقي  ا جم�  ا تر�نراقم
 ةيب رعلا ةغللا ي ف� باط فلا ةعيبط نأ لىإ ةساردلا هذه بهذتو .رفصلا أ ف�كالما لباقم حاصف إلاو ،ما جم� إلا لباقم حاصف إلاو ،حاصف إلا
 نم ثر�ك أ ما جم� إلا ف�بتي يذلا ةي ف ي�ل جم ف� إلا ةغللا ي ف� باط فلا سكع لع لم جملا ف ي�ب طب رلا تاودأ للاخ نم حاصف إلا دمتعي يذلا
 تاودأ ي ف� ما جم� إلا نم تلاح لباقت ل ي تر�لا حاصف إلا نم ةديدع تلاح دوجو ي
ف� ببسلا وه ،لم جملا ف ي�ب طب رلا ي ف� حاصف إلا
 .ًةسلاسو ًكاسا تر� ثر�ك أ صنلا لعج لىإ فد تر� ي تر�لاو ،طبرلا
.ماهبلإا ،حاصفلإا ،طبرلا تاودأ ،ةمجرتلا :ةيحاتفملا تاملكلا
1. Introduction
Discourse markers (DMs) play a con-
siderable role in communication; «they im-
pose a relationship between discourse seg-
ments they introduce and the immediately 
prior discourse segments,» (Farhan and 
Fannoush 2005: 5), and thus achieve greater 
transparency as they «knit the discourse 
together […] and orient the reader,» (Pym 
2005: 33). Baker (1992: 190) also attributes 
similar values to their presence in discourse; 
she writes:
Unlike reference, substitution, and 
ellipsis, the use of conjunction does not 
instruct the reader to supply missing infor-
mation either by looking for it elsewhere in 
the text or by filling structural slots. Instead, 
conjunction signals the way the writer wants 
the reader to relate what is about to be said 
to what has been said before.
Put simply, they are cohesive devices 
that bind the textual elements and signal 
logical relationships within the text to en-
sure a natural and smooth flow of discourse. 
The translator, therefore, should be aware 
of their functions and usage, for the absence 
of such awareness could lead to altering the 
meaning potentials of translations.   
Arabic discourse, being syndetic, 
abounds in DMs and makes frequent use of 
them (Baker 1992; Hatim 1997b; Farghal 
and Al-Hamly, this volume; AlKhfaji 2011; 
Tahaineg and Tafish 2011; Farghal 2012, 
among others). Nevertheless, the existing 
literature tends to show that most Medieval 
Arabic grammarians devote much effort 
and space to the parsing aspect of DMs and 
pay scant attention to their textual functions 
(Abdel Hameed, 1965; Anees, 1966; An-
sari, 1979; Hamad and Zu›bi, 1984; Fareh, 
1998). That is, they engage themselves in 
classifying the particles into categories as 
per their syntactic properties, including 
’adawaat al-rabt ‹connective particles› 
طبرلا  تاودأ, ’adawaat al-‘atf ‹conjunctions 
of sequence› فطعلا  تاودأ, and ’adawaat al-
bayaan ‹explicative apposition› نايبلا  تاودأ, 
but they largely overlook their semantic and 
pragmatic aspects. They perceive these DMs 
as cohesive devices whose sole function is 
to coordinate units in discourse (Al-Hmouz 
2001). Thus, the semantic and pragmatic as-
pects appear to be played down despite their 
significance in facilitating information pro-
cessing for the receiver.
By contrast, the last few decades are 
marked by particular interest in the study of 
DMs, thus taking them beyond the borders 
of grammar and allowing their semantic and 
pragmatic dimensions to be accorded due 
attention as well (Al-Hmouz, 2001; Karin, 
2005; Johnston,1990; Al-Batal, 1990; Kam-
mensjo, 1993; Hamdan and Fareh, 1999; 
Muzni, 1983; Zajjaji, 1984; Crew, 1990; de 
Beaugrande and Dressler, 1981; Halliday 
and Hassan, 1976; McCarthy, 1991; Schif-
fring, 1987; Cantarino, 1974, 1975, 1976; 
Al-Jubouri, 1987; Williams, 1989; Holes, 
1995; Stubs, 1983; Saeed & Fareh, 2006, 
etc). In particular, the Arabic conjunction 
wa ‹and› و  has been subjected to elaborate 
analyses in order to reveal its multi-facet-
ed functions in discourse (Abdel Hameed, 
1965; Kamal, 1971; Zajjaji, 1984; Hamad & 
Zu›bi, 1984; etc.). Al-Jubouri and Knowles 
(1988) indicate that wa and fa ‹so› are found 
to be the most recurring DMs in Arabic dis-
course.   
Cross-linguistically, more research 
is needed, especially in contrastive studies 
involving Arabic and English. The under-
lying reasons why DMs are cross-linguis-
tically understudied is probably because 
their analysis in English is mainly speech-
oriented since they are mainly approached 
from the perspectives of dysfluencies and 
language acquisition, etc. (Howell, et al., 
1999; Bell, et al., 2009; Chung and Ne-
baker, 2007; Dworzynski et al., 2004, etc.), 
while in Arabic the focus is on the structure 
of written discourse (Tahaineg and Tafish 
2011). Lately, however, studies conducted 
cross-linguistically have yielded significant 
results, where the functional polysemy of 
DMs is highlighted. Examples of research-
ers who have explored the multiple func-
tions a single DM can perform in various 
contexts include Cantarino, 1974; Fareh, 
1998; Illyyan, 1990; Farhan & Fannoush, 
2005; Tahaineg & Tafish, 2011, etc.. With 
reference to Arabic in particular, it has been 
reported that the Arabic wa  is identified 
with multiple discoursal functions, namely, 
the resumptive, additive, alternative, comi-
tative, adversative, and circumstantial func-
tions. Likewise, the Arabic өumma ‹then› مث 
signals meanings of sequence with a span 
of time, sequence with immediacy or with a 
short span of time, resumption of discourse, 
adversative relationships, and consequential 
function. The Arabic fa has also been shown 
to encode several syntactic and semantic 
functions, namely, the sequential, explana-
tory, causal, resultative/consequential, re-
sumptive, and adversative. It is worth not-
ing that DMs can be single words like the 
ones cited above or phrases, e.g. bixtisaar 
‹in short› راصتخاب ,  fiimaa ’adaa ‹except 
for› ادع اميف , muqaaranatan bi ‹in compari-
son with› ب ةنراقم etc., which fall beyond the 
scope of this study. 
Given its syndetic nature, Arabic 
discourse employs DMs lavishly; their 
recurrence brings about a high degree of 
textual cohesion and coherence in Ara-
bic writing. By contrast, English can be 
asyndetic to a large extent, where non-finite 
phrases and punctuation may signal sup-
pressed logical relations. Consequently, an 
Arabic translation is expected to outrank its 
English source in the use of these elements, 
prompting cases of DMs with zero source 
equivalents. For example, the cause-result 
relationship between ‹Arabic syndetic na-
ture› and ‹the lavish employment of DMs› 
in the first sentence in this paragraph (bold-
typed) is suppressed in English, whereas an 
Arabic translation would make it explicit 
by the use of a DM like bimaa ’anna or bi-
sababi ‹because›. In addition, the English 
semicolon separating the two main parts of 
the sentence calls for the use of the Arabic 
fa as a DM, in order to signal commentative 
material as well as naturalize and smooth 
the flow of discourse. Moreover, the DM 
wa would be required at the beginning of 
the sentence as a default DM to maintain a 
natural flow of discourse. In this way, we 
would have three explicit DMs in the Arabic 
sentence corresponding to zero DMs in the 
English sentence. Semantically, however, 
the logic of the sentence is based on an im-
plicit cause-result relationship in English, 
which corresponds to an explicit cause-re-
sult counterpart in Arabic, and an implicit 
commentative relation in English signaled 
by punctuation, which corresponds to an 
explicit commentative relation signaled by 
fa in Arabic. 
2. Purpose of Study     
The purpose of this study is to ex-
amine Blum-Kulka’s (1986) claim within 
her oft-cited Explicitation Hypothesis that 
instances of explicitation in the target text 
(TT) must correspond to instances of im-
plicitation in the source text (ST). Looking 
at English and Spanish, Saldanha (2008) 
finds the claim invalid; she argues that there 
are instances of explicitation that are not 
necessarily instigated by implicitation in 
the ST. Building on the findings of Saldan-
ha, the current study assumes that the same 
phenomenon might obtain between English 
and Arabic, as well.
3. Study Material 
Instances of explicitation vs. implici-
tation of DMs are extracted from the first 
five chapters of the English novel The Wom-
an in White by Wilkie Collins (1960/2010, 
Penguin Books) and its Arabic translation 
ðaatu al-ridaa’i al-’abyad (Beirut, Dar 
Al-Bihar 2003). The choice of the novel is 
solely motivated by the fact that it is a rep-
resentative sample of professional fiction 
translation which is commissioned by a rep-
utable publisher like Dar Al-Bihar. The data 
consists of 55 examples featuring fa, ’ið ذإ 
and bittaalii يلاتلاب employed to introduce 
causal, resultative, adversative, resumptive, 
explanatory, and adverbial clauses. It should 
be noted that the Arabic DM wa ‹and› has 
been excluded from the study data, albeit it 
is the most common in Arabic, because it is 
usually used as a default conjunction which 
practically carries no or little semantic con-
tent when it comes to marking logical rela-
tionships. In fact, this DM is largely con-
sidered too light to carry semantic content 
independently of other more semantically 
oriented DMs. Hence, it is mainly used to 
enhance rather than replace such markers, 
e.g. it often occurs with bittaalii ‹therefore› 
in wa-bittaalii ‹and therefore› to consoli-
date the logical relation and smooth the flow 
of discourse. The analysis of the three study 
Arabic DMs will determine whether or not 
they always have corresponding elements 
in the ST, and if not, whether this could be 
attributed to the fact that Arabic discourse 
is overwhelmingly syndetic while English 
discourse is largely asyndetic.     
4. Data Analysis and Discussion
4.1 The DM fa
The data reveals that fa is the most 
frequently used of the three DMs under in-
vestigation, viz. 20 instances, making up 
36% of the corpus. According to Al-Afghani 
(1970), Arabic fa can signal both sequen-
tial and additive functions.  Medieval Bin 
Hishaam Al-Ansaari (2002/ d.761h) goes 
even further and argues that fa performs 
six different functions, namely, a coordina-
tive, sequential, resultative/consequential, 
causal, and combinatory with sawfa in فوسف 
‹will› as well as with ’in ‹if› in نإف. 
The analysis shows that out of the 
20 instances fa corresponds to implicitation 
in the ST in 11 cases (55%), to explicita-
tion in 3 (15%), and to zero equivalents in 
6 (30%). The Arabic extract in example (1) 
below involves many instances of fa which 
perform different functions, namely, the ad-
versative, explanatory, resultative, causal, 
and resumptive functions:
(1) «Except that we are both orphans, 
we are in every respect as unlike each oth-
er as possible. My father was a poor man, 
and Miss Farlie′s father was a rich man. I 
have nothing and she has a fortune. […] 
I can never claim my release from my en-
gagement, she went on. ˝Whatever way 
it ends it must end wretchedly for me.˝ 
[…] I have been made all the readier 
to comply with this request by a passage 
at the end of his letter, which has almost 
alarmed me.       
After mentioning that he has neither seen 
nor heard anything of Ann    Catherick, he 
suddenly breaks off […] 
 يف ضعب نع انضعب فلتخن نحنف ،ناميتي انّنّأ ادع اميفو˝
 لاجر يدلاو ناك امنيبف .اريبك افلاتخا ىرخلأا روملأا لك
 ،ةمدعم ةريقف انأف .ايرث لاجر يلراف ةسنلآا دلاو ناك ،اريقف
 ىلع مادقلإا ادبأ  يننكمي لا [...] .ةريبك ةورث كلمت يهو
 ةلأسملا هذه تهتنا امفيكف ،ةلئاق تعبات ˝ ،ةبوطخلا خسف
 ˝.ّيلإ ةبسنلاب ادج ةنيزح اهتياهن نوكتس
 ةصاخبو  ،اروف  ينم  هبلط  ام  ذيفنت  ىلع  تمّمص[...]
 رعذلا  راثأ  يذلا  هتلاسر  نم  ريخلأا  عطقملل  يتءارق  دعب
 عمسي  وأ  دهاشي  مل  هنأ  ركذ  ام  دعبف  .يسفن  يف  فوخلاو
 اذه يف ثدحتلا نع ةأجف فّقوت ،كيرثاك نآ نع ءيش يأ
                                                                                                        [...] عوضوملا
It is clear that fa in the first mention 
in نحنف corresponds to neither explicitation 
nor implicitation in the ST. Also, it can be 
observed that the adversative relationship 
between the two clauses is, in fact, signaled 
in the ST as well as the TT by the DM ex-
cept that and ادع  اميف respectively in the 
first clause, which expresses the speaker′s 
adversative attitude in the second one. The 
fa is supposed to enhance that adversative 
relationship as well as smooth the flow of 
discourse. Yet, the insertion of fa makes 
the translation sound redundant, due to its 
immediate recurrence in the following sen-
tence. However, the second instance of fa 
is needed to enhance the contrast DM bain-
amaa ‹while› by smoothing the flow of dis-
course and improvising cohesion, whereas 
the first one may be considered superflu-
ous, for the adversative relation is signaled 
by fiimaa ’adaa ′except that› rather than by 
the fa. Note that the contrast in the source 
text is signaled by the multifunctional ′and′, 
but the translator opts for using a stronger 
contrast marker because he probably feels 
that wa is not semantically strong enough to 
carry the contrast, it being commonly used 
as a default DM in Arabic. In fact, there are 
three instances in the above excerpt where 
wa is employed as a default DM whose sole 
function is to render the text cohesive rather 
than mark logical relations, viz. wa-fiimaa 
‘adaa ′and except that′, wa-hya ′and she′, 
and wa-bixaassatin ′and especially′.  
Likewise, the resumptive fa in دعبف 
does not correspond to implicitation in the 
source text. The preceding paragraph is 
mainly about a letter from Mr. Hartright in 
which he prevails on Miss Halcombe to get 
him an employment outside London. He at-
tributes his request to the fact that he has 
been watched and followed by some strange 
men ever since he returned to London. Con-
sequently, his life might be in danger. That 
first paragraph concludes with the above 
sentence I have been made all the readier to 
comply with this request by a passage at the 
end of his letter, which has almost alarmed 
me. However, there seems to be a shift of 
topic in the following paragraph, bearing in 
mind that it presents new information which 
revolves around Miss Catherick rather than 
Mr. Hartright, but still within the context of 
the same discourse. In other words, the fol-
lowing paragraph is related pragmatically 
to the preceding one, and the Arabic fa is 
employed to introduce that relationship and, 
as a result, orient the reader. Thus, the fa is 
employed to naturalize the discourse and 
render it cohesive. 
By contrast, it could be noted that the 
use of fa in انأف and امفيكف correspond to and 
and the suppressed thus in the ST respec-
tively. For example, the fa in انأف introduces 
the clause that describes Miss Halcombe′s 
poverty as the result of her father being a 
poor man, whereas Miss Farlie′s wealth is 
the result of her father being a rich man. It, 
therefore, corresponds to an explicit resulta-
tive marker and in the ST. Similarly, the fa 
in امفيكف  introduces a cause-effect relation-
ship between the first and the second clause. 
In the first sentence, Miss Farlie states that 
she could not afford to renege on her engage-
ment to Mr. Percival and in the second one 
she spells out the cause or reason; it would 
make her life a misery. So, fa corresponds 
to an implicit causal marker because, thus, 
etc. in the ST and it is brought to the surface 
in the TT to orient the reader and smooth 
the flow of discourse. The reader would feel 
that something is missing if it is left out. Be-
low are more examples involving different 
functions of fa.
4.1.1 Adversative fa    
(2) The state of my spirit little fitted 
me for the society of stranger; but the meet-
ing was inevitable.
 نم  لعجت  ةئيس  ةيسفن  ةلاح  يف  تنك  يننأ  نم  مغرلابو
 صخش  عم  يعامتجا  ثيدح  يف  لوخدلا  ّيلع  بعصلا
 .هنم رفم لا رملأا كلذ ناك دقف ،بيرغ
The fa in (2) serves as a coordinating 
element between the dependent clause and 
the independent clause whereby it introduc-
es the second clause which stands in an ad-
versative relation to the first one. This is sig-
naled in the ST by the contrast marker but. 
The target text, nonetheless, employs two 
DMs i.e. the fa and مغرلاب   نم although/de-
spite the fact that. However, it is the نم مغرلاب 
DM that serves as the corresponding equiv-
alent of the ST contrast marker; it can do the 
job with or without the fa marker. The func-
tion of the fa is to enhance the adversative 
relation and smooth the flow of discourse; 
its deletion would only result in a less asser-
tive tone and less cohesive discourse. In this 
example, therefore, we have a case of ex-
plicitation in Arabic نم مغرلاب corresponding 
to an explicit English but, as well as a case 
of Arabic explicitation fa corresponding to 
zero equivalents in English.
By contrast, the following example 
(3) involves an instance where TT explicita-
tion corresponds to ST implicitation: 
(3) May she not give it in the future? 
          Never! If  you still persist it in main-
taining our engagement, I may be your
            true and faithful wife, Sir Percival, 
but never your loving wife.
؟لبقتسملا يف هل اهبح حنم اهنكمي لاأ
 ،انتبوطخ  يف  رارمتسلاا  ىلع  ًارصم  تلز  ام  اذإف  .ادبأ
 ريس  اي  ةصلخملاو  ةيفولا  كتجوز  نوكأس  يننإف
.ةبحملا كتجوز ًادبأ نوكأ نل ينكلو لافيسريب
This excerpt conveys the contrasting 
attitudes of Mr. Percival and Mrs. Farlie. 
Mr. Percival anticipates a loving wife in 
Mrs. Farlie, but the lady cannot just afford 
to love him. This contrast in their attitudes 
is signaled in the ST by the suppressed con-
trast marker but or yet, and it can be read-
ily worked out by the ST reader. That is, the 
text might read as Never! But/Yet if you still 
persist it in maintaining our engagement, 
I may be your true and faithful wife, Sir 
Percival, but never your loving wife. How-
ever, this suppressed concessive marker is 
brought to the surface as fa in the TT in or-
der to enhance the conditional marker and 
smooth the flow of discourse and, as a re-
sult, it renders the text more explicit. 
Sometimes, the adversative fa in-
volves an instance where the target explici-
tation corresponds to zero equivalents in the 
ST, as can be illustrated in (4) below:
(4) I was struck, on entering the draw-
ing-room, by the curious contrast, rather in 
material than in color, of the dresses which 
the ladies now wore. While Mrs. Vessey and 
Miss Halcombe were richly clad, Miss Far-
lie was poorly dressed in plain white muslin. 
 تفلالا ضقانتلا  لابقتسلاا ةعاق يلوخد دنع يهابتنا تفل
 باوثلأا شامق ناولأ يف سيلو ةيعون يف ىرحلأاب رظنلل
 ةسنلآاو يساف ةديسلا تدترا امنيبف .تاديسلا اهتدترا يتلا
،ةقانلأا يف ةياغ نينيمث نيتاتسف بموكلاه
.نيلسوملا نم عونصملا يلراف ةسنلآا ناتسف ناك 
It is clear that the second sentence in 
the above example conveys two contrasting 
ideas; it provides a clear contrast between 
Mrs. Vessey and Miss Halcombe′s elegant 
dress on the one hand and Mrs. Farlie′s unu-
sually poor dress, on the other. The contrast 
is marked by the ST explicit contrast mark-
er while and its counterpart in the TT امنيب. 
However, a degree of explicitness can be 
observed in the TT in that, while both texts 
use a corresponding contrast marker, Arabic 
employs fa along with the contrast marker 
امنيب in order to enhance it and smooth the 
flow of discourse. So, the fa in this construc-
tion has no corresponding equivalent in the 
ST. However, its presence is necessary as an 
Arab reader would feel a discoursal gap if fa 
is not prefixed to bainamaa.  
4.1.2 Explanatory fa
The function of the explanatory fa is 
to signal that the second clause/sentence is 
an explanation, comment or illustration of 
the preceding one. Consider the following 
example:     
(5) But my duty did not lie in this 
direction – my function was of the purely 
judicial kind.  
 مايقلا درجم يرود ناك دقف ،امامت افلتخم ناك يبجاو نكلو
.مكحلا رودب
In this example, the clause my func-
tion was of the purely judicial kind serves 
as an explanation of the preceding one. The 
ST employs an emdash to indicate explana-
tion, whereas the TT explicitly uses the DM 
fa to introduce the explanatory clause. In 
other words, both texts correspond explic-
itly in that they both use an explicit explana-
tory marker, yet they differ in the method 
adopted. While the ST employs a punctua-
tion mark, the TT settles for punctuation 
along with a DM. This is indicative of the 
syndetic nature of Arabic discourse which, 
unlike English, prefers a highly frequent 
use of DMs to achieve text competence and 
facilitate the reader′s understanding. For 
instance, if the fa is not combined with the 
Arabic particle دق to which it is often pre-
fixed, the TT would sound unnatural and the 
reader would feel something is missing. 
By contrast, following is an instance 
where TT explicitation corresponds to ST 
implicitation:  
(6) The only sign I detect of the strug-
gle it must cost her to preserve appearances 
at this trying time, expresses itself in a sud-
den unwillingness, on her part, ever to be 
left alone. Instead of retreating to her own 
room, as usual, she seems to dread going 
there. 
 ام ىلع ةلادلاو اهتظحلام يننكمأ  يتلا  ةديحولا  ةراشلإاو
 يف  ههجاوت  يتلا  ةيهانتملا  ةبوعصلاو  ،اهلخاد  يف  لمتعي
 اهضفر  تناك  ،ةديعسلا  سورعلا  رهاظم  ىلع  ةظفاحملا
 ىلإ  ءوجللا  نم  ًلادبف  .ةدحاو  ةظحل  ولو  اهدرفمب  ءاقبلا
 تناك اهنأ اهيلع ودبي ناك ،ًاقباس لعفت تناك امك اهتفرغ
.ايّلك لمعلا كلذب مايقلا ىشخت
As can be observed in (6), the sec-
ond sentence offers an explanation for Mrs. 
Farlie′s unwillingness to be left alone; she is 
possessed by fear. The DM thus/in this way 
is left suppressed in the ST, yet it could be 
perceived by the reader. Thus, the text might 
be interpreted as Thus/In this way, instead 
of retreating to her own room, as usual, she 
seems to dread going there. The target text, 
however, settles for an explicit DM in order 
to signal explanation and smooth the flow 
of discourse. Without it, the reader would 
feel a missing link. Therefore, this is a case 
where TT explicitation corresponds to ST 
implicitation. 
The following example, by contrast, 
represents an instance where the DM fa has 
no corresponding equivalent in the ST:   
(7) I never saw my mother and my 
sister together in Pesca′s society, with-
out finding my mother much the young-
er woman of the two. On this occasion,
for example, while my mother was laughing 
heartily over the boyish manner in which we 
tumbled into the parlor, Sarah was picking 
up the broken pieces of a teacup, which the 
professor had knocked off the table in his 
precipitate advance to meet me at the door. 
 يقيدصل يتقيقشو يتدلاو لابقتسا للاخ هنأ كلذ ىلإ فضأ
 ةقيرطب ةيناثلا  نم ةيويح رثكأ  ودبت  ىلولأا تناك ،اكسيب
 تناك ،ةبسانملا هذه يف ًلاثمف .ههاجت اهكولسو هب اهبيحرت
 ،ةكيرلأا  ىلع  انكلاهت  ةقيرط  نم  ًلاذج  كحضت  يتدلاو
 ةجيتن مّطحت ياش ناجنف اياقب ةململب موقت ةراس تناك امنيب
.بابلا دنع يب ءاقتللال عرسي وهو هب اكسيب ماطترا
This example indicates that the two 
texts correspond explicitly in using the 
explanatory phrase for example and ًلاثم 
respectively. However, a degree of explic-
itness can be observed in the TT in that, 
while both texts use an explicit explanatory 
marker, Arabic attaches fa to it to enhance 
the exemplification marker and smooth the 
flow of discourse. In this way, we have an 
explicit Arabic DM that corresponds to a 
zero equivalent in the ST. 
4.1.3 Resultative/Consequential fa         
The resultative fa performs a con-
sequential function between two clauses/
sentences, whereby the second expresses a 
state of affairs or action that comes as a re-
sult of the first one. Consider the following 
example: 
(8) It is the great beauty of the law 
that it can dispute any human statement, 
made under any circumstances, and reduce 
it to any form. If I had felt professionally 
called upon to set up a case against Sir Per-
cival Glyde, on the strength of his own ex-
planation, I could have done so beyond all 
doubt. 
 تادافلإا  دينفت  ىلع  ةّذفلا  هتردق  يه  نوناقلا  ةمظع  نإ
 فورظلا فلتخم يف اهب حرّصملا ،ةفاك ةيرشبلا لاوقلأاو
 ةظحل  ولو  ترعش  ولف  .لاكشلأا  نم  لكش  يأب  اهضقنو
 ريسلا دض ىوعد عفرل ينوعدي ينهملا يبجاو نأ ةدحاو
 تنك  هيف  كش لا امل  ،هلاوقأ  ىلع  ءانب  ،ديلاغ لافيس  ريب
.لاحلا يف لمعلا كلذ ىلع تمدقأ
The employment of fa in this exam-
ple is triggered by implicitation in the ST. 
It serves as the Arabic equivalent of a ST 
implicit resultative marker like as a result, 
consequently, therefore, etc. which intro-
duces the resultative proposition. It could 
be observed that the first sentence presents 
a set of factors about the law that would 
naturally result in Mr. Hartright being com-
pelled to set up a case against Sir Percival 
Glyde. The fa is brought to the surface in 
the TT in order to signal consequence and 
smooth the flow of discourse. Hence, this is 
a case of TT explicitation that corresponds 
to ST implicitation. 
By contrast, the following is an in-
stance where the ST and TT correspond ex-
plicitly:
(9)  The partial cleansing of the mon-
ument had evidently been accomplished by 
a strange hand [...]. The work of cleansing 
the monument had been left unfinished, 
and the person by whom it had been begun 
might return to complete it. 
 ماق يراكذتلا بصنلل يئزجلا فيظنتلا ةيلمع نأ يل دّكأت
 دوعيس نظلا بلغأف [...] ةقطنملا نع بيرغ صخش اهب
.اههني ملو اهأدب يتلا فيظنتلا ةيلمع مامتلإ صخشلا كلذ
Clearly, the second part of the ST 
sentence serves as the result of what has 
transpired in the first one and is introduced 
by the source resultative marker and, which 
is the equivalent of so/therefore, etc. in this 
context. The TT equally employs the Arabic 
fa, which performs a similar function in this 
context. So, this is an example where the 
ST and TT correspond explicitly in terms of 
the DM. However, the translator opts for fa 
rather than the additive DM wa, which for-
mally corresponds to and in the ST, in order 
to highlight the resultative function which 
would, otherwise, be blurred by the choice 
of the often default additive wa.
4.1.4 Causal fa 
The causal fa indicates the cause of 
an action or a state of affairs. That is, it per-
forms a causal relationship between two 
sentences whereby the second sentence is 
the cause of the first one. Consider the fol-
lowing example: 
(10) I can do little more than offer 
my humble testimony to the truthfulness of 
Miss Halcombe›s sketch of the old lady›s 
character. Mrs. Vessey looked the personi-
fication of human composure and female 
amiability. 
 ةسنلآا  هتلاق  ام  ىلإ  ءيش  ةفاضإ  ينعسي  لا  لعفلابو
 ةقباطمو  ةقداص  كلت  اهتداهش  نإ  لوقلا  ىوس  بموكلاه
 ةطابرل  اًيح  اديسجت  يساف  ةديسلا  تناك  دقف  .عقاولل  ًامامت
.يئاسنلا فطللاو ةيناسنلإا شأجلا
As can be seen, the fa introduces a 
cause-result relationship between the first 
sentence and the second one. In the first 
sentence, the speaker states that he cannot 
afford but endorse Mr. Halcombe′s account 
of Mrs. Vessey′s character, and in the sec-
ond one he spells out the cause or reason 
for doing so, that is, she embodies serenity 
and good humor. Therefore, the use of  fa is 
triggered by an implicit causal marker like 
because in the ST which is brought to the 
surface in the TT to orient the reader and 
smooth the Arabic flow of discourse. The 
reader would feel something is missing if it 
is not employed and the cause-result rela-
tion would be lost. 
4.1.5 Resumptive fa
The resumptive fa, which mostly 
occurs paragraph-, clause-, and sentence-
initial, establishes a link between the just 
concluded ideas/thoughts and the following 
ones. It signals the continuity of discourse, 
with a shift of topic whereby the addresser 
presents the receiver with new information. 
Thus, it concerns the pragmatic aspect of 
discourse. Consider the following example:
(11) As soon as Miss Farlie had left 
the room, he spared us all embarrassment 
on the subject of the anonymous letter, by 
diverting to it of his own accord. He had 
stopped in London on his way from Hamp-
shire […]. 
 ءاقلت نم وه رداب ىتح ،ةفرغلا يلراف ةسنلآا ترداغ نأ ام
 ىلع ًارفوم زغللا ةلاسرلا عوضوم ىلإ ةراشلإا ىلإ هسفن
 يف  فقوت  دقف  .عوضوملا  كلذب  هتحتافم  ةبوعص  عيمجلا
                                                .[...] ريشبماه نم هتدوع قيرط يف ندنل
The use of fa in the example above is 
not prompted by implicitation in the source 
text. Rather, it is employed to smooth the 
Arabic flow of discourse and make the 
translation more explicit. In fact, there is a 
notable mismatch between the ST and the 
TT when it comes to resumptive fa. This 
could be attributed to the fact that this type 
of fa, as is the case here, indicates the con-
tinuity of the discourse with a shift of topic; 
it presents new information within the con-
text of the same discourse. It could be noted 
that the example above revolves around the 
anonymous letter. However, while the first 
sentence concerns the sense of relief felt by 
those present when Mr. Percival touches on 
the issue of his own accord, the second one 
concerns how he comes to know about the 
letter itself in London. Thus, the following 
sentence is related pragmatically to the pre-
ceding one. Given the asyndetic nature of 
English and the use of the past perfect ′had 
stopped′ in the sentence, the ST reader can 
easily perceive the connection. However, 
the fa is employed in Arabic to signal the 
continuity of the discussion, create a logi-
cal link between the preceding and follow-
ing sentences, and smooth the Arabic flow 
of discourse.
4.2 The DM ’ið
According to Al-Afghani (1970), ذإ 
may perform a causal relationship and sig-
nal suddenness. His claim goes along that 
of Bin Hishaam Al-Ansaari (2002/d.761h), 
who also adds adverbial, appositional, and 
additive functions. 
The data analysis shows that ذإ is the 
second most recurring DM of the three in the 
translation under investigation, viz. 19 in-
stances have been noted, constituting 34.5% 
of the corpus (almost tying with fa). None-
theless, it has been identified solely with the 
causal and adverbial function, and it may or 
may not correspond to implicitation in the 
ST. Out of the 19 instances, ذإ corresponds 
to implicitation in the ST in 12 cases (63%), 
to explicitation in 3 cases (16%), and to zero 
equivalents in 4 instances (21%). Consider 
the following extract:
(12) I have resolved to prolong our 
stay for another week at least. It is useless 
to go back to Limmeridge till there is an ab-
solute necessity for our return. […] but he 
is obstinate – or let me rather say, resolute. 
′Merriman, I leave details to you. Do what 
you think right for my interest, and consider 
me as having personally withdrawn from 
the business until it is all over.′ […] This is 
sad, but his occasional reference to himself 
grieves me still more. He says that the effort 
to return to his old habits and pursuits grows 
harder […].
نم  ةدئاف  لا  ذإ  ،رخآ  اعوبسأ  انه  انتماقإ  ديدمت  تررق 
متحي  يرورض  رمأ  أرطي  مل  ام  جديريميل  ىلا  ةدوعلا 
دّطوم  ىرحلأاب  وأ  ،دينع  لجر  هنكلو  [...]  .انتدوع 
اي  ليصافتلاب  مامتهلاا  كل  كرتأس«  :لاق  ذإ  ،مزعلا 
 لصوتن نأ ىلإو ،يحلاصمل امئلام هارت ام لعفا .نايرام 
 .اهلماكب  ةلأسملا  نم  تبحسنا  يننأك  ينربتعا  قافتإ  ىلإ
 يف داز يذلا نكلو ،رملأا اذه ءاّرج فسلأاب ترعش [...]
 لاق ذإ ،هلاوحأ هيلإ تلآ ام ىلإ يضرعلا هركذ هيلع ينزح
 هتاداعو هلامعأ ةعباتم ىلإ ةدوعلا اريثك هيلع بعص دق هنإ
       .[...] ةداتعملا
As can be noted, the first mention of 
ذإ corresponds to a causal marker because, 
which is suppressed in the ST and brought 
to the surface in the TT to orient the reader 
and smooth the flow of discourse. This is an 
example of Arabic explicitation that corre-
sponds to English implicitation. The second 
sentence of the ST provides justification for 
the speaker′s action in the preceding one. 
That is to say, it gives the reason why the 
speaker decides to prolong their stay for 
another week. So, the Arabic causal marker 
ذإ, whose nearest equivalent could be since, 
because, etc. in this context, is used here 
as a  corresponding element to the implicit 
causal maker in the ST.
By contrast, in the second mention, 
ذإ is attached to a reporting clause and does 
not correspond to implicitation in the ST. 
In fact, the translation exhibits addition in 
two consecutive instances; addition of the 
reporting clause he said لاق, which is left 
implicit in the ST and insertion of the ad-
verbial DM ذإ, which corresponds to zero 
equivalents in the ST. The addition of the 
reporting clause لاق ′he said′ is intended for 
speaker identification, the reason being the 
lengthy discourse, in which the two law-
yers, Mr. Gilmore and Mr. Percival, are the 
participants, is fairly marked by suppression 
of speaker identity. It should be noted that 
the discourse revolves around their respec-
tive clients, and they sometimes sound as if 
they were reporting what their clients say. 
Thus, the reporting clause linking Mr. Gil-
more to the speech in the quotes is supposed 
to resolve any potential ambiguity regard-
ing his identity. However, it would be bet-
ter, even more acceptable in this context to 
substitute the phrase لاق ذإ by a more appro-
priate expression like لائاق عباتو to resolve the 
potential ambiguity. The utilization of لاق ذإ, 
which translates into something like when 
he said or as he said, makes the speaker 
sound as if he were quoting a client and 
thus failing to resolve the ambiguity, which 
may lead to altering the meaning potential 
of translation. This shows an erroneous 
case of employing addition. It also means 
that marked (unjustified) explicitation ex-
ists even at the level of discourse markers. 
In the third mention, ذإ equally per-
forms an adverbial function because it may 
be translated as when or as, which is not 
implied in the source text. Nonetheless, the 
use of the adverbial ذإ is significant in that it 
smoothes the flow of discourse and renders 
it more natural. Without it, a gap would be 
felt in the Arabic text. Below are more ex-
amples of the functions of ذإ in the data.
4.2.1 Causal ’ið 
The causal ذإ introduces a sentence 
that describes the cause or gives the reason 
for the action or state of affairs in the pre-
ceding one. Consider the following exam-
ple: 
(13) He was evidently in search of 
me, for he quickened his pace when
            we caught sight of each other.
 عرسأ ىتح يندهاش نأ ام ذإ ،ينع ثحبي ناك هنأكو ادب
.ةعيرس ىطخب يوحن
As can be seen, the second sentence 
of the ST provides justification for the 
speaker′s claim in the preceding one. That 
is to say, it gives the reason why the speaker 
claims that He was evidently in search of 
me. This clause is introduced by the Eng-
lish causal marker for. Therefore, the Ara-
bic causal marker ذإ is used here as a cor-
responding element to the explicit causal 
maker in the ST. This is a case where the 
language pair corresponds explicitly in the 
employment of a DM. 
By contrast, the following is an in-
stance of Arabic explicitation that corre-
sponds to implicitation in the ST:   
(14)  To tell you the truth, I am un-
easy about Laura, she has sent to say
       she wants to see me directly […]. 
 يف تلسرأ ذإ .ارول نأشب قلقلا ينرواسي لوقلا كحراصأ
   .[...] ةعرسلا هجو ىلع يبلط
It is clear that the causal markerذإ  is 
brought to the surface in the TT to serve as 
the corresponding equivalent of an implicit 
counterpart because, for, etc. It can be noted 
that the second clause describes the reason 
why the speaker feels perturbed by Laura′s 
request. The ST reader can easily perceive 
the connection as well as the suppressed 
causal marker. However, Arabic needs to 
bring the causal marker to the surface in or-
der to orient the reader and naturalize the 
flow of discourse. The Arabic text would 
be incohesive without it. One should note 
that the translator has erroneously punctu-
ated this DM with a period rather than a 
correct comma; this DM can only introduce 
a dependent clause that cannot stand on its 
own, just like a dependent because clause 
in English. 
4.2.2 Adverbial ’ið
There is a unanimous consensus 
among Arabic grammarians that the prima-
ry function of ذإ is an adverbial one (Medi-
eval Bin Hishaam Al-Ansari 2002/d.761h). 
This type falls under the category of what 
(Khalil, 1999, p. 252) refers to as ˝adverbial 
object, which is a noun, in the accusative 
case that denotes the time and place of the 
verb˝.  Consider the following example: 
(15) Mr. Farlie′s answer reached me 
by return of post, and proved to be wander-
ing and irrelevant in the extreme. ˝Would 
dear Gilmore be so very obliging as not to 
worry his friend and client about such a tri-
fle as a remote contingency?˝
 ًاديعبو  ًادج  ًامئاه  يتلاسر  ىلع  يلراف  ديسلا  باوج  ناك
 زيزعلل  نكميأ˝  :لاق  ذإ  ،عوضوملا  بلص  نع  ّامامت
 اذه لثمب هلّكومو هقيدص قلقي لا ثيحب فّطلتي نأ رومليغ
˝؟هفاتلا ليئضلا لامتحلاا
The clause لاق ذإ is brought to the sur-
face in the TT to be the corresponding equiv-
alent of a parallel implicit clause in the ST. 
The reporting clause he said, to which لاق 
corresponds, is suppressed in the ST and the 
adverbial marker ذإ, which could be trans-
lated as when or as is not implied in the ST. 
The reporting clause is intended for speaker 
identification by associating Mr. Farlie with 
the quoted question because Mr. Gilmore′s 
narration is fairly marked by suppression of 
speaker identity. Thus, the reporting clause 
linking Mr. Farlie to the speech in the quote 
is supposed to resolve any potential ambigu-
ity regarding his identity. The DM ذإ, which 
corresponds to a zero equivalent in the ST, 
performs an adverbial function and, there-
fore, helps to keep the flow of discourse 
cohesive and smooth. However, it would be 
better, even more acceptable in this context, 
to substitute the phrase لاق ذإ  by  لأس ذإ  since 
the following quote is a question rather than 
a statement. The utilization of لأس ذإ is justi-
fied here because it makes the reader realize 
that the speaker is quoting the character he 
has just mentioned and, consequently, re-
solve any ambiguity that might arise from 
identity suppression. 
4.3 The DM bittaalii
Despite its being a pervasive feature 
of Arabic discourse, research on the DM 
يلاتلاب, which may be translated as there-
fore, consequently, thus, as a result, is al-
most nonexistent. Review of the existing 
literature yields no results, except for Al-
Mu′jam-l-ghanni (E-version) by Abul-Azm. 
According to this dictionary, this DM com-
municates the same meanings as،   ةجيتن مث نم 
قبس امل and  ذإ. This indicates that يلاتلاب only 
performs the resultative/consequential func-
tion, which is, in fact, the only function it 
has been identified with in the translation 
under investigation. The data shows 16 in-
stances of this DM, making up 29% of the 
corpus. It corresponds to implicitation in the 
ST in 8 cases (50%), to explicitation in 7 
cases (43.75%), and to zero equivalent in 1 
instance (6.25%).  
The resultative/consequential يلاتلاب 
functions to either establish a link between 
two clauses of a compound sentence where 
the second clause occurs as a result of the 
preceding one or to introduce a sentence 
that occurs as a consequence of the preced-
ing one. Consider the following example:
(16) Mr. Gilmore is the old friend of 
two generations of Farlies, and we can trust 
him, as we could trust no one else. 
 دوعت ةميدق يلراف ةرسأ عم رومليغ ديسلا ةقادص نأ ًاملع
 .ايلك هب قوثولا اننكمي يلاتلابو ،نمزلا نم نيليج ىلإ
According to Quirk, et al. (1986), the 
English DM and signals multiple textual 
functions including the consequential one 
as in the above example. Since the Arabic 
DMs  bittaalii and wa, which co-occur in 
the above example, can equally perform the 
same function, i.e. the consequential func-
tion, bittaalii, being more semantically ori-
ented, could be seen as the corresponding 
element to the English DM and, while the 
addition of wa is meant to make that func-
tion more explicit and the discourse more 
cohesive. It should be noted that wa, which 
is usually employed as a default DM whose 
main function is to cater to cohesion in 
Arabic discourse, can carry the weight of a 
semantically-loaded DM alone (as in the ex-
ample above). However, most writers in Ar-
abic prefer to employ a more semantically-
oriented DM (bittaali here) and, at the same 
time, keep wa as an enhancer of the logical 
relation as well as a cohesive marker.  
By contrast, there are instances where 
the target DM has no equivalent in the ST. 
Consider the following example: 
(17) There are no such things as 
ghosts, and therefore, any boy who be-
lieves in ghosts believes in what can′t be.
 ،يلاتلابو ،حابشلأاب ىّمسي ءيشل قلاطلاا ىلع دوجو لا
 ًارمأ قدصي يلاتلاب نوكي ،حابشلأا دوجو قدصي دلو يأف
 .قلاطلإا ىلع لصحي نأ نكمي لا
As can be seen, there is optimal for-
mal correspondence between the DMs of 
the TT and their ST counterparts in the first 
occurrence. In other words, the target DMs 
يلاتلابو are the corresponding equivalents of 
the ST DMs and therefore. By contrast, the 
second mention of the DM يلاتلاب has no cor-
responding element in the ST. As a matter 
of fact, it represents an erroneous case of 
employing this DM, given its occurrence 
in the immediately previous sentence and, 
therefore, it makes the translation sound re-
dundant. The first bittaalii should be kept, 
while the second one should be deleted in 
order to avoid redundancy and offer natu-
ral Arabic discourse.  A more natural ver-
sion could be achieved by a rendition like
قلاطلإا  ىلع  لصحي  نأ  نكمي  لا  ًارمأ  قّدص دق  نوكي, 
thus using the Arabic confirmatory particle 
دق instead to naturalize and smooth the flow 
of discourse. 
5. Conclusion 
The argument presented in this pa-
per runs counter to Blum-Kulka’s (1986) 
hypothesis that instances of explicitation in 
the TT must correspond to instances of im-
plicitation in the ST. Blum-Kulka does not 
seem to have taken into account the nature 
of different languages. The data indicates 
that this claim is valid in some cases but 
invalid in others, i.e. DMs may correspond 
to implicitation in some instances but may 
not in others. The discussion of three Ara-
bic DMs fa, ’ið and bittaalii, which perform 
different discoursal functions including the 
adversative, explanatory, causal, resulta-
tive, resumptive, and adverbial function, 
shows that they may correspond to explici-
tation, implicitation, and zero equivalents in 
the ST. The employment of DMs in Arabic 
discourse ranges between marking purely 
logical relations and rendering the discourse 
more cohesive. Apart from its frequent use 
as a default DM, it is generally felt that wa 
is too light a DM to mark a logical relation; 
hence, it is mainly used to enhance other se-
mantically oriented DMs.
It can be argued that what obtains 
between Spanish and English also obtains 
between English and Arabic, as far as DMs 
are concerned (Saldanha 2008). This study 
demonstrates through authentic transla-
tional data that Arabic makes frequent use 
of DMs because of the syndetic nature of 
its discourse, unlike English whose dis-
course is equally asyndetic. This being 
the case, formal correspondence between 
English and Arabic in terms of DMs can-
not be stipulated. Besides naturalizing and 
smoothing the flow of discourse, Arabic 
DMs facilitate the reader′s understanding 
of the text through creating the necessary 
semantic and pragmatic links. Nonetheless, 
some erroneous cases of employing DMs in 
professional translation into Arabic may oc-
cur, something which renders the translation 
redundant and/or unnatural.
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